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ABSTRACT 

When did literary ideas and Egyptian motifs first find their way to Israel/Judah.? The article investigates modes of cultural contact in the 

Late Bronze and Iron Age (2(Jh - 26th Dynasty). According to archaeological epigraphic and literary material two ways of cultural contact 

can be found: an indirect one as a kind of 'leftover' of the Egyptian presence in the Southern Levant in the Late Bronze Age (2(]" dynasty) 

and a direct one in the 25th and 26th dynasty. Because of the political development, within the ?th century for the first time direct political and 

various cultural contacts between Egypt and Israel/Judah existed. In Egypt this period represents a policy of openness in connection with a 

'renaissance' of older material in the Saite Dynasty. This includes wisdom texts, such as the Teaching of Amenemope which was used by a 

Hebrew scribe when writing Proverbs 22:1?-23:11. 

I n 1923 the British Egyptologist Ernest A. Wallis Budge 

published a new wisdom text. Budge had bought chis 

papyrus when travelling in Egypt in 1888 and 

subsequently brought it to the British museum where it was 

archived under the number pBM 10474. 1 In his first edition of 

the papyrus in the "Facsimiles of Egyptian Hieratic Papyri in the 

British Museum"2 Budge pointed to some similarities between 

chis text, labelled "The Teaching of Amen-Em-Apt, Son of 

Kanekhc"3 by him and the biblical Book of Proverbs.4 Budge's 

colleague AdolfErman, professor of Egyptology at the University 

of Berlin, followed chis line of interpretation. In 1924 he gave a 

lecture at the Berlin academy of sciences entitled "A new source 

for the biblical book of Proverbs".5 Erman drew attention to a 

number of similarities between the "Instruction of Amenemope" 

and Proverbs 22: 17-23: 11 and argued chat these similarities had 

to be explained by a literary dependency. According to Erman, 

the passage in Proverbs was written against the backdrop of the 

Teaching of Amenemope. Ermans colleague at Berlin University, 
the Old Testament scholar Hugo Gressmann followed Erman's 

proposal and evaluated both texts in an elaborated article in the 

"Zeicschrift for die alctescamentliche Wissenschaft" (1924) .6 

Gressmann followed his Egyptological colleagues when arguing 

chat the author of the Israelite wisdom text knew the Egyptian 

instruction. He came to the conclusion chat Israelite wisdom has 

to be seen in the context of the international world of the 

Ancient Near East.7 In many ways the articles by Erman and 

Gressmann influenced the research on the book of Proverbs and 

the relationship between Israelite and Egyptian literature. They 

broke new ground as they presented for the first time an example 

for a direct connection between an Egyptian piece of literature 

and a passage from the Bible.8 Previous research had pointed to 

common motifs such as, for example, in the Song of Songs or in 

Psalm 104 and the Hymn of Akenaton. But the Instruction of 

Amenemope and Proverbs 22: 17-23: 11 (24:22)9 provided the 

first example for a direct literary connection. This assumption led 

to the question how a scribe from Ancient Israel could come into 

touch with an Egyptian wisdom text, especially ific was a wisdom 

text from the New Kingdom (20'h dynasty)? 

Previous research wanted to argue for cultural contacts 

between Egypt and Israel in the late 2nd millennium BCE. Such a 

view was then combined with a historical reading of the passages 

of the Hebrew Bible dealing with Egypt such as the story of 

Joseph or the Exodus-narrative. One of the first scholars to do so 

was a predecessor of Gressmann. Ernst Wilhelm Hengstenberg, 

since 1829 Professor for Old Testament at the University of 
Berlin, 10 published a book in 1842 called "Die Bucher Mose's und 

Aegypcen". 11 It was the first study in which the newly acquired 

knowledge of Egypt was utilized for the interpretation of biblical 

passages such as the Joseph Story, the Exodus, and the naming of 

Moses. Hengstenberg's approach, however, was not historical­

critical. Coming from a pietistic background (he was close to the 
so-called "Erweckungsbewegung"), his primary intention was to 

show chat the books of Moses contain historical information that 

would testify to the historical reliability of the Bible and could be 
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used as an argument against historical-critical exegesis.12 
Old Testament schoLtrship within the last 150 years has 

shown th,tt such an apprmtch is highly problematic. The Exodus 

narrative as well as the biblical account of Joseph arc pieces of 

literature, which were written in later timcs.13 They can hardly be 
used for a reconstruction of the cultural contacts between lsrad 
and Egypt in the late 2nJ millennium BCE. If, however, the 

narratives about the beginnings of Israel in Ancient Egypt are 
questionable from a historical point of view, how then can we 

explain the Eb,yptian motifs and traditions in the Hebrew Bible? 

The following paper focuses on the Late Bronze and Iron 
Age, i.e., the historical period from the emergence of Israel in the 

hce 2'"1 century BCE to the destruction of Jerusalem in 587 /6 
llCE. It is the time, which is contemporaneous to the E1:,,yptian 
"Third lmcrmcdiatc Period" and the beginning of the "Late 

Period" ( 21" - 26'h dynasty). It will be argued that during this 
period basically two ways of cultural contacts between Egypt and 

Israel existed: an indirect way where the herirnge of the Egyptian 

presence in Palestine/Canaan in the Late Bronze Age influenced 
Early Israel and a direct way during the late 8'h and 7th century, 

the time of the J udahite kings Hezekiah and Josiah.11 

The paper falls into four parts. The first part gives ,m 
overview of the political and cultural cransrcgional contacts in 

chc Late Bronze Age (I). Then chc historical and political 

relations between the kings of Israel and Egypt in the first half of 
the l'' Millennium BCE (the Iron Age) will be examined (II) and 

finally a thesis will be developed on the ways of cultural contacts 

in the aforementioned period. Hence, a scenario will be 

presented how it was possible chat an Egyptian wisdom text like 

chc Instruction of Amcncmope was borrowed by an Israelite 

scribe (lll). The article concludes with a brief summary (IV). 

EGYPT Al\'D PALLSTINL/ISRAEL IN THL LATE BRONZE AGE 

(20' '' DY!\'ASTY) 

The cultural contacts between Egypt and Palestine must be 
seen against the backdrop of the political history of the region. 

Regarding the expansion policy of the E1:,,ypcian New Kingdom -

sometimes labeled "New Empire" -, it can be seen that Eb,yptian 

policy was in general not really concerned with the territory of 
Ancient Israel. The phar,whs of the New Kingdom were much 

more interested in the main trading cities and market pLtces 

along che coast of Syria-Palestine, and not in political entities as 
such.15 From a geographical point of view the so-called Syrian­

Palestine land-bridge was a transit-region with plains along the 
coastal strip ,md mountains to the Ease. The history of the 

Ancient N car East in the 2nd as well as in the I" millennium 

shows that the main political powers of the time were primarily 

interested in control over the coastal strip and not the 
mountainous areas. The focus was on the two main trading 

routes, the so called Via lvfaris along the coast of the 

Mediterranean Sea and the so-called "way of the kings", which 

linked the states in Northern Syria with the Southern parts down 
to Arabia. 11' In ,tddition to chis, the geopolitical aspect was 

important too. The main powers of che Ancient Near E,tst were 

interested in maintaining small states, which were large enough 

to be a buffer against the enemies in the North (for example the 

Hittites) buc small enough not to become a threat for Eh'}'Pt 
itself. The Egyptian way to deal with this was to create a network 
of v,tssals together with a number of g,trrisons.17 This can be seen 

with Thucmose I, who was according to che sources che flrsc 

pharaoh who became active in Syria-Palestine, and also with 

Ramsesses lII in the 12'h centuI)' BCE, when the Egyptian 

hegemony comes to an end.18 A number of sources present a 

picture of this period. The most interesting source is the corpus 
of the Amarna letters, a collection of more than 350 cuneiform 

tablets, most of them written in Akkadian. These letters not only 

provide a plethora of information about the diplomatic 
correspondence between the rulers of Mitanni or of the Hittites 

with Egypci,m pharaohs like Amenophis III and Amenophis IV, 

buc also include correspondence from the rulers of the small city 
states of Syria-Palestine. In our context, the letters from the ruler 

of Jerusalem are interesting. In one of the letters of Abdi-Heba of 

Jerusalem one reads: 19 

Say to the king, my lord. 1Vfessage qf' Abdi-Heba, your 

servant. !faff at the feet of my Lord, the king, seven times 

and seven times. 

The passage is continued by a report about some hostilities 
and mentions che lack of a garrison lilce Gaza ( = H,tzzatu): 

And now as.for Urusalim, if'this land belongs to the king, 

why is it <not> of concern (?) to the king like Hazzatu? 

f.,.J 
Acwrtlingly, as truly as the king lives, his irpi-qflhial 

Pu 'uru, has l~fi rne and is in Hazzatu. 1Vfay the king call 

(this) to mind when he arrives (?). And so may the king 

send 50 men as a garrison to protect the land. 

The letters of the city-ruler of Jerusalem are important for 

two reasons. Firscly, they document the vassal relationship 

between the rulers of Syria-Palestine and the Egyptian hegemonic 

power. Obviously, Egypt sent messengers to Syria/Palestine and 
provided protection for the city-states ,tgainst enemies. Secondly, 

the letter shows chat an Egyptian garrison existed in Gaza but not 

in Jerusalem. From the E1:,,yptian perspective, Jerusalem was one 
of the less important city-states on the Syrian-Palestine land­

bridge. According to current research one has to distinguish 

different types of city-states. Israel Finkelstein differentiated five 
size categories. 20 The city-scare ofJerusalem had ,t large territory 

(ca. 2400 sq.km) but only eight setclcmcnts; it was the "most 

sparsely settled region in Late Bronze Canaan."21 Jerusalem was 
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one of the less important city-states besides strong ones such as 

Lachish, Megiddo, or Gath. The Egyptian pharaohs had installed 

a network of different administration centers, with Megiddo and 

Bet-Shean in the North and Gaza in the South as the most 

important of them. Concerning the quest of cultural contacts, it 

is interesting that some places hosted Egyptian temples. One of 

them was Beth-Shean. 

The city of Beth-Shean had been an Egyptian garrison since 

the times of Thutmose III, when he conquered the city of Beth­

Shean after his victory in the Battle of Megiddo.22 Despite the 

fact that the evidence for an Egyptian presence during the 18th 

Dynasty is weaker compared to the situation in the 19th and 20th 

dynasty23 it can be seen that during the 19th dynasty at latest 
Beth-Shean became a strong Egyptian base in the Southern 

Levant. If one follows the interpretation of the archaeological 

evidence provided by Frances W. James and Patrick McGovern, 

the ground plan of the city was created in an Egyptian style - as it 

can be seen for instance at Tell el-Amarna or Deir el-Medineh.24 

The presence of Egyptian specialists in Beth-Shean is 

documented by a stele for the local god Mekal. This object 

mentions a man with the name 'Paremheb', son of the architect 

Amenemope.25 During the 19th dynasty a new street system was 

designed and a new temple constructed. This new status is 

documented by two monumental stelae which were erected by 

Secy I.26 Chemical analysis has shown that these stelae as well as 

another one from the time of Ramesses II were produced in 

Palestine, supposedly by Egyptian craftsmen who lived in Beth­

Shean.27 The archaeological material gives support to the 

assumption that not only Egyptian craftsmen lived in Beth-Shean 

bur that local craftsmen were trained there to produce Egyptian 

style pottery.28 Moreover, small items such as scarabs or seals 
document a combination between Egyptian and 'Canaanite' 

iconography as Daphna Ben-Tor has recently shown.29 Thus, one 

can speak, for the time of the Egyptian domination of Beth­

Shean, of an "Egyptian-Canaanite" style at the site.30 Besides such 

a combination of Egyptian and Canaanite elements, a second 

aspect becomes remarkable questioning respect of cultural 

contacts. The aforementioned large monumental stelae of Secy I 

and Ramesses III document not only a political claim of the 

Egyptian pharaoh to Beth-Shean, they also serve as markers of 

Egyptian religion. These srelae include motifs such as the 

Pharaoh making an offering to the falcon-headed god Re­

Horakhry ( on the victory stele of Secy I), or document the 

literary genre of the so-called eulogies of the kings. Claudia 

Maderna-Sieben in her Heidelberg dissertation has shown that 

these eulogies have a fixed form with typical motifs.31 Often they 
include the so-called king's-novel, a piece ofliterature, which can 

also be found in the Hebrew Bible (e.g. 2 Sam 7). If one searches 

for an explanation for the knowledge of Egyptian royal ideology 

in Palestine and in some passages of the Hebrew Bible, one has to 

take these stelae from Beth-Shean into account.32 

Going back to the archaeological evidence itself one issue 

stands out. The stelae from the Egyptian Pharaohs were used in 

later times. The excavations of the University of Pennsylvania 

(1921-1933) showed that the old garrison was renovated under 

Ramesses III. This garrison also includes an Egyptian temple, 

which displays a combination of genuine Egyptian objects and 

local culture.33 Additionally we have a number of Egyptian 

artefacts and pieces like scarabs or amulets from a depot of this 

temple. And, following the aforementioned line, the material 

documents a combination of 'Canaanite', i.e. 'Syrian', and 

Egyptian motifs.34 
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Figure 1: Cylinder Seal ofRamesses II 
{Schipper, Vermachtnis, 274, No. 2) 
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Figure 2: Scene from the Basalt Stele of Rarnesses II 

{Schipper, Vermachtnis, 274, No. 1) 

In the small temple of the 20th Dynasty a cylinder seal was 

found with an illustration showing Pharaoh Ramesses II ( 19th 

Dynasty). The style of the presentation of the Pharaoh is close to 

the large monumental stele with Ramesses II in front of a deity. 

He wears the battle-crown and shoots two arrows at the enemies. 

On the other side there is a local, Syrian-Palestine deity giving the 

Pharaoh the ritual saber. If we follow the interpretation proposed 

by Othmar Keel and Christoph Uehlinger,35 the small thing 

visible on the forehead is the head of a gazelle. This could be a 

hint that the Syrian god is Reshep, who was linked to Mekal, the 
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local deity of Beth-Shean. 16 In sum, the illustration shows a 

combination of Egyptian and local iconography and illustrates 

what I would like to call the indirect w,ty of cultural contacts: 

chat is via che E1:,,yptian presence in Syria-Palestine, where motifs 

of royal ideolo1:,,y or even Egyptian religion became part of the 

cultural heritage of Pakstinc. 

(1) ,,I builr.~(or you a hidden house in the land qf l~jahi 

(aJ) an image qfthe horizon qfheaven, which is in the sky, 

( aJ) "'l. he 'l. emple qf Ramesses 111 in 

as a bequest/or your name. 

I created your statue 

( aJ) a hig one resting therein 

(aJ) "Amun o{Ramesses lit' 

It is according to its being divine 

that theforeigners q{Retenu are mming to it 

with their tributes to its.front. 

The text mentions a temple for the god Amun-Re in 

'· . According to ocher cextmtl evidence the formulae " 

When moving to the Southern part of Syria-Palestine, the 

arch,teological ,md literary evidence shows that this was not only 

che rnse in Bech-Shean. Apparencly che same picture can be seen 

in che city of Gaza, located close to the Egyptian border. Because 

of its location Gaza was of strategic importance. Since no 

excavations had been possible at Gaza,17 the literary evidence 

becomes important. According co the sources Gaza becune 

important under Thucmose III and served as an E1:,rypcian 

administrative centre and garrison under Secy I and his followers. 

The well-known Papyrus Harris documents the existence of an 

Egyptian temple. The Papyrus from che time of Ramesses IV 

mentions ,t number of temple endowments from Ramesses IIl.'8 

The list also includes the construction of a house for the God 

Amun (9,1-3):'9 

' " is the synonym for che city of Gaza.4u And if we follow che 

words, che text reports chat the people to the South of Palestine 

in the vicinity of Gaza were in the habit of giving tributes to the 

Egyptian temple.'1' A current excavation of a place in the so-called 
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"hinterland" of Gaza gives further evidence of the Egyptian 

influence in the Southern region of Palestine. 

In Qubur al-Walayda on the Wadi Gazze (Nahal Besor) 

between Tell Jemmeh and Tell el-Far'a (South) a small city was 

excavated. Interestingly, no architectural remains of the Late 

Bronze Age were retrieved, but monumental mud-brick 

architecture from Iron Age IA ( 12th Century, Stratum VIII). The 

building-style of the structures "resembles buildings labeled 

'Egyptian Residences' dating to the late 13th and early 12th 

centuries BCE."42 The pottery associated with this stratum and 

the architecture of the building have close parallels to the 

corresponding "residences" at Tell esh-Sharia (Stratum IX), Tel 

el-Far'a (South) and Tell Jemmeh building JF.43 Because of the 

lack of international pottery such as Cypriot and Mycenean ware 

and because of the comparisons with Tell esh-Shari'a Stratum IX 

the "Egyptian Residence" ofQubur Al-Walayda should be dated 

to the 12th century. Ann Killebrew in her investigation of the 

pottery discovered some typical Egyptian pottery types, which 

correspond to Egyptian ceramic vessels of the 20th dynasty.44 The 

same can be found in Beth-Shean, where the Egyptian influence 

continued to the 12th century. According to the archaeological 

evidence Egyptian objects were used after the end of the Egyptian 

domination in the Southern Levant by the local inhabitants of 

Beth-Shean. New excavations by Amihai Mazar have shown that 

Beth-Shean was still under Egyptian control during the 20th 

dynasty (Iron Age IA). A new building, which can be defined as a 

small palace was erected and other buildings document that 

Egyptian officials were in Beth Shean in the 12th century.45 The 

garrison town of Beth-Shean was apparently destroyed between 

the reigns of Ramesses IV and Ramesses VI.46 The new 

excavations of the Hebrew University Jerusalem, however, have 

shown that the monumental statues and objects were also in use 

in the post-Egyptian levels of the 11 'h century (21 st dynasty, Iron 

Age IB). A number of Egyptian monuments were retained in 

Level V, i.e. at a time "when the Egyptians were no longer present 

at Beth-Shean."47 

If one combines this data with the information of Papyrus 

Harris, the Egyptian hegemony includes not only the 

construction of administrative districts but also the installation 

of Egyptian temples, bringing the people of Palestine in contact 

with Egyptian religion. This cultural contact in terms of Egyptian 

dominated cities existed only in the time of the Egyptian 

presence in the Southern Levant (Late Bronze and Iron Age I / 

18.-20. Dynasty) but with the end of this presence under 

Ramesses IV or Ramesses Vl48 this influence does not terminate. 

It became part of the cultural heritage of the Southern Levant, 

which then determines the following centuries. 

This can be illustrated, to give only one example, by a piece of 

iconographical (and also archaeological) evidence. Othmar Keel 

has drawn attention to a group of scarabs, which he calls the 

group of the "Eckig-stilisiert-Thronender" ( that translates 

something like "the angled-styled-enthroned").49 This Early Iron 

Age group is characterized by an iconography which on the one 

hand rests in an Egyptian tradition but on the other hand breaks 

with it. The scarabs of the group picked up one main motif of 

Egyptian iconography: the sitting pharaoh, as we find it on 

scarabs of the New Kingdom and also from the Third 

Intermediate Period: 

Figures 4 (Tel Zeror) and S (Gezer) 
(Schipper, Vermachtnis, 274, No. 4 and 8) 

Figures 6 (Tell el-Ajjul) and 7 (Achzib) 
(Schipper, Vermachtnis, 274, No.Sand 6) 

Obviously, this iconography was adopted by the local scarabs, 

but the style and the design are quite un-Egyptian. The scarabs 

still show a sitting person, but without the symbols of a pharaoh. 

And we have also some hieroglyphic signs, like for instance the 

nbw-sign for gold, or the big one on the right side which is 

interpreted by Flinders Petrie as the nft-sign, by Raphael Giveon 

as the -pillar and by Othmar Keel as the sign (for the 

papyrus column).50 What can be seen here too is a change of 

objects. For example, the uraeus of the original Egyptian scarab, 

where it is a part of the head, is now something protruding from 

the mouth of the enthroned. Objects of this group of scarabs 

were found in layers of the 11 th to the 9'h century (late Iron I up 

to Iron IIB). This documents on the one hand the constancy of 
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the Egyptian heritage in the Southern Levant but also the 
independence from Egypt. If one cakes into ,tccount th,tc scarabs 

of chis group were found in Achzib, Megiddo, Ta,mach, Tel 

Zeror, Gezer, Tell el-'A ul ,tnd elsewhere,51 ic becomes apparent 

that this tendency applied to the Southern part of Syria/Palestine 
in general. 

In sum, a double way of cultural contact within chc Late 

Bronze and Early Iron Age can be found: on the one hand a 

direct contact based on the Egyptian presence in the Southern 
Levant, on che ocher hand an indirect contact as ,t leftover of chis 

presence where Egyptian mocifa become 1xtrt of the cultural 
heritage of Syria/Palestine. The material from Beth-Shean 

illustrates that this process should not be seen as a linear 

development as even in the time of the Egyptian domination a 
kind of'Egypcian-Carnt,mice' scyle was developed. One reason for 

chis obviously was that the Egyptians used local craftsmen and 

trained them in E!:,,yptian art. Furthermore, with the end of the 
Egyptian presence in the lace 20'h dynasty monumental objects 
such as the stelae of Secy I or Ramesses II were not put out of use 

but were erected by che local inhabitants of Beth-Shean. Hence, a 

different picture emerges: a leftover of Egyptian monuments, 

which serve as carriers of Egyptian royal ideology and religion and 

the local adaption of such motifs in the glyptic of Syria-Palestine. 
This process determines che Iron Age IB ,ts well Iron Age IIA 

with the HYh century. Or in other words: According co che 

material discussed above, it is possible co trace a way of culcural 

contact whereby E!:,,yptian motifs and parts of E!:,,ypcian religion 

become a part of the cultural heritage of Palestine. These parts of 

Egyptian religion or, for instance, of Egyptian royal ideology 
continued co have ,m effect even in che times ,tfcer che hegemony 

of E!:,'ypt in Syria-Palestine had come to an end. They arc like a 

leftover from che time of the direct presence of E!:,,ypt in Palestine 
during a historical period when Egypt was focused on domestic 

affairs. This was the case ,tfcer the decline of the New Kingdom 

by the end of che 20th and the beginning of the 21" dyn,tsty ,md 

during the period which E!:,,yptologists label the «Third 

Intermediate Period." Hence, one can find an indirect way of 

cultural contact between Egypt and Israel via the Egyptian 
presence in Syria/Palestine. This W,ts, however, not a direct one, 

since the Kingdom of Israel emerged after that period and the 
tribes of the lacer Israelites can be located in the hills and not in 
cities such as Bech-Shean in the North or Gaza in the South.52 

EGYPT AND ISRAEL Tl\' THE FIRST HALF OF THE l·'T MTLLENNJl:M 

B.C. (21 SI - 26TH DYNASTY) 

When inquiring into che question of direct cultural contact 

between Egypt and Israel in the first millennium BCE, research 

usually focused on the time of David and SolomonY According 
to the biblical view, the Solomonic kingdom was an empire in the 

Ancient Near Eastern world with established trading relations 

and a widespre,td diplomatic network. So for instance, in 1 Kings 

3: 1 a kind of diplomatic marriage between Solomon and the 
Egyptian King is mentioned. According co chis cexc, Solomon was 

married co the daughter of an Egyptian pharaoh. Some 

Egyptologists would like to follow this information by assuming 

that Solomon had close relations to the Tanite pharaohs of the 
21" dynasty. For example, the renowned Kenneth A. Kitchen in 

his book "The Third Intermediate Period" wanted to reconstruct 
che Solomonic period m,tinly by using the biblical sources.54 

Recent research, however, has shown chat one h,ts co be very 

careful using the biblical narrative about Solomon for a 

reconstruction ofhistOl)',55 The passages in the book of Kings or 
in Chronicles are religious literature which can hardly be read as 

historical sources, Most of the cext seems from later times and 

reflects a historical-political situation hundred years after 

Solomon. A careful evaluation of the texts in 1 Kings 3-11 shows 

that especially the passages about Solomon's international trade 
relations (1 Kings 9:26-28; 10:11-12; 21-22; 28-29) and his 

marri,tge with ,t nameless daughter of an Egyptian pharaoh reflect 

the political context of the 8'h and 7'h century BCE.56 Hence, 
historical information about the state of Ancient Israel during 

the Davidic and Solomonic period, i.e. the lO'h century BCE, can 

only be made against che backdrop of arch,teologirnl d,trn. 

According to the archaeological material the period of David and 

Solomon appears not to be a time of a major empire. Israel was 

located in the mountains of Palestine, including the former 
"Canaanite" city of Jerusalem, which becomes Israelite under 

David.50 This new capital was far away from the trade routes and 

from the fXtrt of the Syrian-Palestine land-bridge which had 
greater geo-political relevance. This fact as well as the difference 

between the biblical account and the historical events can be seen 
in the final decades of the lO'h century when for the first time 

after the Ramessides, ,m Egyptian pharaoh campaigned co Syria­
Palestine.58 

It was the decipherer of the hieroglyphs who first drew 
attention to this. In 1822 Jean Francois Champollion connected 

a large inscription on the so-called 'Bubastite portal' of the 
Karnak cemple19 wich a passage in che Book of Kings mentioning 

a campaign of an E!:,,yptian pharaoh against Jerusalem. 

Champollion arb•ued that the brief note in 1 Kings 14:25-28 
mentioning a pharaoh "Shushaq" who campaigned against 
Jerusalem refers co the same historical event as the triumphal 

relief ,tt Kamal( temple.6(1 Further investig,tcion has shown that 

the so-called Palestine list ofShcshonq I (945-924 BC) contains a 
number of place-names, which can be interpreted as follows:61 

Obviously Sheshonq I campaigned on the "Ways of Horus"; the 
Southern part of che Via Maris and went co Megiddo. From 

Megiddo several smaller troops were sent into the hill area and 

the Negev. Interestingly, the different smaller troop activities 

were oriented against the terricmy of the N orthern kingdom of 
Israel and not against the kingdom of Judah with its capital 

Jerusalem. The city of Jerusalem is actually not mentioned in the 
list. This srnnds in contrast co 1 Kings 14:25-28. According co 
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the brief note at the beginning of the report of the reign of 

Rehoboam, the main target of pharaoh Sheshonq was Jerusalem 
where he cook a pare of rhe temple creasure.62 An exegesis of che 

text shows that the brief note in 1 Kings 14 may stem from the 

chronicle of the kings of Judah but that it documented only the 
face chat an Eh,yptian pharaoh with the name Sheshonq 

campaigned against Palestine in the time of Rehoboam and not 

more.60 Hence, che main target of the rnmpaign becomes visible 
against che b,tckdrop of rhe archaeological d,tta ,md che Egyptian 

list from the Karnak temple. And here, we have some interesting 

evidence. In Megiddo a fragment of a large Egyptian stde was 
found.6; This fragment bears the name of Sheshonq I and 

originally belonged to a monumental stele like the ones of Sety I 
or Ramesses II in Beth-Shean. If one combines chis with the fact 

chat in che Palestine list many names of sites of the Negev arc 

mentioned, a double focus of the Egyptian campaign can be seen: 
on che one hand, Sheshonq was interested in control over the 

trade routes (including those to che South) and on che ocher 

hand he wanted to tal(c over the coastal plain. The fragmcnc from 

Megiddo supports the assumption that Sheshonq wanted to re­
establish the Egyptian hegemonial system of the late Bronze 

Age.65 Despite the question how much destruction in che 
Southern Lcvanc can be connected with chis campaign,66 one fact 

becomes striking: in the 10th century the same principles can be 

seen as in the Late Bronze and Iron Age I. The primary aim of 

Egyptian activities in the Southern Levant was to gain control 
over the trade routes and over strategic important cities and not 

to conquer the hill-region. In contrast co chis, Ancient Isrnel rnn 
be located in this territory, the hills and mountainous region 

beyond chc coastal plain or cities such as Beth-Shean or 

Megiddo.67 Thus, the historical period of David and Solomon 
was obviously not a rime of direct cultural contacts between 

Israel and Egypt. 

From an Egyptian perspective this is hardly surprising, since 

the predecessors of Sheshonq, the pharaohs of the 21" dynasty, 
were forced co concentrate on domestic affairs and even the 

campaign of Sheshonq I at the beginning of the 22'"1 dynasty was 

no more than a brief episode without a wider aftermath. During 

the 21" dynasty Egypt was locked in the struggle of the rivalry 
between Tanis in che North and Thebes in the Souch.6~ One side 

was represented by the rulers of che 21st dynasty in rhe new 

capital of Tanis, the ocher by the priests and their families in the 

traditional cultic center of Thebes. It is no wonder that external 
affairs and an orientation towards Syria/Palestine are 

documented again only after a pharaoh who was ,tble to solve the 

internal problems of Egypt and who brought che priesthood of 

Thebes under control. By installing his son Iuput as new 

Highpricst of Amun in Thebes, the founder of the 22nd dynasty 

in Egypt, Sheshonq I, was able to pacify the situation.6i Ruling 
over a unified Egypt he was able co shift the focus to external 

affairs. According to the sources, Sheshonq I m,tde the 

aforcmcncioned campaign against Palestine in the final years of 

his rule.70 This led, however, not to a new cultural contact 

between Egypt and the Southern Levant. The rnmpaign was 
without effects and Sheshonqs successors Osorkon I, T,tkelorh I 

and Osorkon II again had to concentrate more and more on 

internal affairs.71 For the next decades up to the g,h century the 

situation in Eh'YPt was determined by che so-called "Libyan 
Anarchy", a period with a number of local, rival centers of 

power.72 

This situation changed when a new power steps into che 

arena of Ancient Near Eastern policies: the Neu-Assyrian 
Empire. The so-called 'Western-expansion' of the Neo-Assyrian 

Empire is the main political factor in the 9,h and 8'h century and 

it is this factor which leads co the sitmtion chat forced the kings 

of}erusalcm as well as chc Ehrypcian Pharaoh to develop contacts. 
The so-called Wes tern expansion of the Assyrian Empire is 

linked to the names of Tukulti-Ninurta II (891-884), 
Sha.lmaneser III (858-824/823), Tiglath-pileser III (745-727) 
and Senrntcherib (705-681 ).73 The reign of these kings spans che 

period of the ninth to the seventh century. Ic was Tukulci­
Ninurta II who installed a new military power and started a 

campaign towards the West.i1 The events of the following 

derndes show th,tc the more the Assyrian kings pressed co the 

\Vest the more the small political entities frlc the pressure to seek 

diplomatic contacts. This was the situation under Shalmancscr 

III when he marched on a coalition of" 12 kings" of the North­

Syrian territory. From 853 to 838 BCE Shalmaneser III 
undertook a number of campaigns to the West, facing, if one 

follows the Assyri,m sources, for ten years the same coalition of 
"twelve kings of che shore of che sea"." According to these 

sources, the anti-Assyrian coalition included chc kings of 

Damascus, Ugarit, Hamath and as well the king of Israel. In the 
report on the "battle of Qarq,tr" in che ye,tr 853 BCE king Ah,tb 

of Israel is mentioned next co Hadad of Dam,tscus, Irchuleni of 

Hamach and ochers.76 On che so-called 'black obelisk" of 
Shalmaneser III from 841 BCE King Jehu (841-818), one of 

Ahab's successors to the throne of Samaria, is mentioned.7i 

Interestingly, che Southern Kingdom of Judah with its capita.I 

Jerusalem was not involved in these events. The military 

operation of the Assyrians was limited to the Northern p art of 
Syria-Palestine and not concerned with its Southern pare, which 

was important for Egypt. Hence it is not surprising that the 

Egypti,m ph,traohs did not become active in chis conflict. From 

che Eh,yptian poinc of view, with the Kingdom of.Judah and che 
Philistine territo11 two small buffer states existed guaranteeing a 

safe distance between the Assyrians, the territory occupied by 
chem, and Egypc.78 

This changed in chc g,h century BCE when chc Assyrian kings 

penetrated more and more into Southern Palestine. Comparable 

to the time of Shalmaneser III in the 8 th century the small states 
of Syria-Palestine, the city-states of the Phoenicians and also the 

Philistine cities were seeking coalition partners. One coalition 
was he;tded by che Philistine prince Chanunu, the ruler of che 

foum.i l o{Ancient ligJpti.in Interconnections I hccp:/ / jaei.library.arizona.edu I Vol. 4:3 2012 I 30 -47 36 



   

     

Bernd U. Schipper I EGYPT AND ISRAEL: THE WAYS OF CULTURAL CONTACTS .... 

city of Gaza.79 When the Assyrian King Tiglath-pileser III 
campaigned ag,tinst chis coalition in che year 734, Chanunu fled 

co Egypc.80 According co the sources che Egyptian pharaoh does 

not react. Chanunu "like a bird, he flew (back)" and Tiglath­

pileser III "returned him to his position".81 The sources provide 

no information whether an Egyptian pharaoh was involved in 

these events. However, if one takes the political situation in 

Egypt in che last qmtrter of the 8'h century into account it 
becomes apparent chat there existed no Egyptian ruler who had 

chc power co risk a military conflict with Assyria. 

In the 8'h century Egypt was in a situation, which can be 
compared in many ways to the situation during the lO'h century 

under the 21 st dynasty. Egypt was divided into different regional 
centers of power. In the last quarter of the 3t1, ccnrnry different 

dynasties existed in parallel. This is documented by the so-called 

'N apata-stele' of the Cushite ruler Pije/Piankhy.82 In this text no 
less than four rulers are mentioned for che Egyptian Delta: in the 

Western Delrn Tefnachce of S,tis who founded the 24th dynasty, 

in the middle pare Iupet II king of Lcontopolis, in Heradcopolis 
the last ruler of the Theban 23'J dynasty Pd-tjau-awy-Bast and in 

the Eastern Delta Osorkon IV the last ruler of the Libyan 
22'"1/23'·-t dynascy.8} 

Against chc backdrop of this situation in Egypt, it is no 

wonder that the E1:,7ptian ruler did not become active when 

Chanunu from Gaza fled to E1:,7pc. The sources give no 
information to which Egyptian ruler (or local Pharaoh) Chanunu 

fled but it could be the ruler of the part of Egypt which borders 

co the Southern Levant: Padibasred II (740/35-730/28), the 
predecessor of Osorkon IV (730/28-715/ 13) and a member of 

chc Bubastite Dynasty. Neither Padibastcd II nor Osorkon II had 

the power to fight against the Assyrians. This can be seen in a 
brief notice in the Hebrew Bible. 

According co 2 Kings 17:4 the hsc ruler of the kingdom of 

Israel, Hoshca, sent messengers to the Pharaoh ofE1:,7pc: 

But the king of Assyria found conspiraq in Hoshea, 

who had sent messengers to So king q{Egypt and had 

qffered no tribute to the king of As,yria, as he had done 

year by year; so the king qf Assyria shut him up and hound 

him in prison. 

Given that the Hebrew word is an abbreviation of the 

E1:,7ptian name Osorkon,84 Hoshea oflsracl tried to make contact 
with the last ruler of the Bubastite dynasty, Osorkon IV. 

According to the brief report in 2 Kings 17:4 the king of Samaria, 
Hoshea, w,ts a nssal of che Assyrians and rebelled against che 

Assyrian king without success. The Hebrew text mentions in 

brief words that the Assyrian king found conspiracy ( )85 in 

Hoshea, char he shm him up and hound him in prison. 

Obviously, Osorkon IV w,ts not willing to support the ruler of 

Samaria, a city chat was far away from his sphere of intcrest.86 

This strategy can be seen too when Sargon II campaigned close to 

the Egyptian border. According to the Assyrian texts, in his 6th 

year (716 BCE), S,trgon II was at the "brook of Egypt" and 

received from "1Si-il-kan-ni, king of Egypt" 10 horses as 

"hanscl".87 Obviously Osorkon IV preferred co pay a tribute co 

the Assyrian king instead of risking a military confrontation. 
The situation changed in chc last quarter of the 8'h century 

when a new power was able to unite Egypt. This new power was 
che 25 th dynasty with the Nuhian kings Shab,tko, Shabc,tka and 

Taharqa. Over a period of more than SO years the Cushice rulers 

were able to seek control over E!,,ypt. Wich chc occupation of 
Thebes in 715 the Cushite Shabako established the 25r1, dynasty. 

After succeeding Piankhy who died in 7 16,88 Shabako 

successfully rook control over the different small dominions. 
\Vith these events che way was paved not only for a new policy in 

E1:,,ypt but also for an orientation in the situation in Syria­

Palestine. Comparable to the situation at the turn from the 2P' 
co the 22'"1 dynasty under Sheshonq I, che Egypci,m Pharaoh was 

able to initiate a foreign policy only when Egypt was not tied up 

by domestic problems with rival local rulers. In contrast to the 
events in the 10'h century, however, the sources give evidence that 

now the historical situation led to direct contacts between the 

Egyptian court and the royal court of Jerusalem. 
The new Egyptian policy is connected with the Nubian 

Pharaohs Shabako and Shabtaka who both were involved in the 

events in the final years of the 8'h century. An episode about the 
Philistine ruler lamani of Ashdod who fled to Egypt, documents 

that during the first years the Nubian Pharaoh was not interested 

in a confrontation with che Assyri,ms. The annals of Sargon II, 
published by Andreas Fuchs, and chc Tang-I Var inscription 

document that Iamani fled co Egypt in 711 and that the E1:,7pcian 

pharaoh, obviously Shabatko, handed lamani over to Sargon II 
around 706.89 In contrast, a few years lacer Egypt participated in 

an anti-Assyrian coalition. This coalition was he,tded hy 

Hezekiah, king of Judah and included chc Phoenician cities 
Byblos and Sidon, the Philistine cities Ashkalon and Ekron, the 

lands of Ammon, Edom and Moab.911 In face, nearly all of the city­
scares and kingdoms of che Somhern Levant were united. This 

coalition was interested in getting support from the E1:,7ptian 

pharaoh and the Nubian rulers were obviously willing co do this. 

A few passages in the biblical book of the prophet Isaiah support 
che assumption chat under Hezekiah close diplomatic contacts to 

che Cushite ph,traohs existed:91 

Woe to those who go down to Egyptfor help, 

who rely on war horses, 

and trust in Egypt 's many chariou 

and in their many, many horsemen. 

But they do not rely on the H oly One of I,raeL 

and do not seek help.from the Iord. 

(Is31:l) 

The information, given m the text, fits very well to the 
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Assyrian reports on the battle between the coalition and 
Senmcherib where "the kings of Egypt, (and) the bowmen, 

chariot corps ,md cavalry of che kings of Ethiopia" were 

mentioned.92 The wording oflsaiah 3193 shows chat some people 

in Jerusalem were asking for military support from Egypt. This is 
not really new since chc Assyrian sources mention that the 

Philistines, too, in the last quarter of the 8'h centuI)' were 

interested in military support by che Egyptians. It rnnnot he said 
whether che prophet Isaiah was ,1 member of a political parry ac 

chc royal court of.Jerusalem, which was against chis new policy of 

fostering contacts to Egypt, or whether he basically argued on the 
basis of the Philistine experience Egypt, but the position itself is 

cle,1r. This is illusm1ted by another text from the book ofk1iah: 

18: 1 vVoe to the land of buzzing wings, 

the one beyond the rivers o_(Cush, 

18:2 that sends messengers by sea, 

who glide over the water~· su,face in boats made of papyrus. 

Go, you sw[fr messengers, 

to a nation o_{tall, smooth-skinned people, 

to a people that are }eared.far and wide, 

to a nation strong and victorious, 

whose land rivers divide. 

The passage from Is 18: 1-294 presents ,1 description of the 

Cushite messengers as well as the land of Cush: a nation of call, 

smooth-skinned people, chc rivers of Cush and a land of buzzing 
wings.95 If both passages can be dated to the time of Isaiah who 

was a prophet at the court of King Hezekiah we have an 

indication for conucc on the highest level. Official messengers 

were sent from the royal court ofEb'YPt co the king of.Judah. As a 

consequence, at chc battle of E!thekc in 701, an Eb'YPtian army 

participated. The line of events shows, however, chat the 
Egyptians only stepped into che conflict when the Philistine city 

of Ekron was in danger. Neither the Assyrian sources nor the 

Hebrew Bible mention char the Eb'YPtian Pharaoh sent troops to 

help Hezekiah or to protect Jerusalem.% Obviously, Egypt now 

was interested in such a coalition against the Assyrians and the 
new Cushite king realized ch,1c the political sicm1cion demanded a 

participation in a coalition against the Assyrians. 

From a historical point of view this is the vety first time of a 
direct and close contact between Egypt and 'Israel'. Furthermore, 

these events in the last years of the 8'h century were the starting 

point for a historical period where Egypt and 'Israel' (i.e. che 

historical kingdom of Judah) were linked in many ways. The 

archaeological material as well as the litera11 sources provide 

evidence for contacts on different levels. Despite the fact chat the 
anti-Assyrian coalition of Hezekiah was not successful and the 

kingdom of Judah became ( or w,1s still) a vassal of che Assyrians, 

the following events lead co these close contacts:97 

During the time of Manasseh, the king with the longest reign 

on the throne of Jerusalem, Judahites had to serve as mercenaries 
in the Assyri,m army. The Assyri,m documents about the first 

campaign co Egypt mention nss,Js from the kings of che 

Southern Levant such as the rulers of Gaza, Ashkalon, Ekron, 

13yblos and "Manasseh, King ofJudah"98 With the decline of chc 
Assyrian empire after the year 640 Egypt under the ni.:w 26'h 

Dynasty once again moved more and more into the Southern 
Levant. Ps,1mmetichus I of Sais who first w,1s ,1ppoinced by che 

Assyri,ms,99 starred co fill the v,1cuum of power left by che 

Assyrians, firscly in Eb'YPt, then in chc Souchcrn Levant. A 

detailed evaluation of the material supports the assumption chat 

the Egyptian dominance already scarred during the time of King 

Josiah of Judah.100 Presumably, after his march co the Tigris in 
616, Psammetichus I with the help of his Greek mercenaries 

established an Egyptian-controlled system of vassal-states. This 

includes an Egyptian-Greek fortress in Mezad Hashavyahu, a 
network of royal messengers, and the procedures for collecting 

taxes. Textual sources such as che Sernpeum Stele from 

Psammctichus I's 52 rcgnal year (612 BC), the statue of chc 

messenger Pediese (Baltimore 221203), and che Hebrew­
Egyptian (hieratic) ostraca of Mezad Hashavjahu, Arad and Tell 

el-Qudeirat illustrate che organiz,1cion and the effects of chis new 

E!,'yptian Hegemony.101 As a consequence of the Eb'YPtian control 
over Southern Palestine in the year 609 the E!,,yptian pharaoh 

displaced one king in Jerusalem with another one. When pharaoh 
Necho II, shortly after his enthronement, marched to Syria che 

Judahite king Josiah went to him. Eventually Josiah as an 

Egyptian vassal wanted co pay tribute co the new Egypti,1n 
ruler. 102 The biblical text, a brief note in 2 Kings 23:29, only gives 

the information that Nccho II killed Josiah when "he saw him" at 

Megiddo.1111 After chat Necho marched to the North and the 
people of Jerusalem installed a new king. Bue chis king, his name 

was Joahas, had co go co the military camp of the Egypti,m 

Pharaoh as 2 Kings 23 rcporti.:d: 104 

(33) Pharaoh Necho imprisoned him in Rihlah in the 

land qf Hamath and prevented him .from ruling in 

Jerusalem. He imposed on the land a ,pecial tax of one 

hundred talents f!fsilver and a talent ofgold. 

(34) Pharaoh Necho made Josiah's son Eliakim king in 

Josiah's place, and changed his name to j ehoiakim. He 

took Jehoahaz to 1:igypt, where he died 

(35) Jehoiakim paid Pharaoh the required amount of 

silver and gold, but to meet Pharaoh's demandsjehoiakim 

had to ta.,t: the land. He collected an assessed amount.from 

each man among the people of the land in order to pay 

Pharaoh 1Vaho. 

The verses illustrate the status of the kingdom of Judah as a 

vassal of Egypt. They record, too, one aspect which is 
documented by the sequence of events. The Egyptian Pharaohs 

foum.il o{Ancient ligJpti.in Interconnections I hccp:/ /jaei.library.arizona.edu I Vol. 4:3 2012 I 30 -47 38 



Ḫ

ṣ  is

Bernd U. Schipper I EGYPT AND ISRAEL: THE WAYS OF CULTURAL CONTACTS .... 

did not have a genuine interest in the Kingdom ofJudah with its 

capital Jerusalem. The rulers of the 26th dynasty, Psammecichus I 

and Necho II, were - as it was the rnse for che Cushice kings -

interested in keeping the enemy in the North (first chc Assyrians, 

chen the Neo-13abylonian Empire) away from their own sphere of 

interest. However, che following decades up to the fall of 

Jerusalem in the year 587 BCE illustrate in many ways that from 

the end of the 7th century until the first years of the 6th century 

BCE a number of culcurnl contacts between che Southern Lev,mc 

and E!:,'YPt existed. The kingdom of Judah was pare of chis 

culcural network. 

Bue what does chis mean for the question we posed at the 

beginning of this article, the question of cultural contacts in 

general, and, more precisely, how one could explain the ways in 

which pieces of E!:,'Ypcian liccracurc like the Instruction of 

Amenemope came to bear influence on the Hebrew Bible? 

EGYPT AND JCDAH IN THE 71
H CEKTCRY. THE C ULTCRAL 

CONTACTS WffHlJ\' THE 25'' 1 AND 26 111 DYNASTY 

The historical outline has shown that for the first time direct 

cultural contacts between Egypt and "Israel" (or more precisely: 

che kingdom of Judah) existed during chc period of the 25th and 

26'h dynasty. The reason for this was not a general interest of che 

Nubian or Saice Kings in chc kingdom ofJudah but the general 

political sicuacion. Because of che military activities of che Neo­

Assyrian (and lacer the Neo-Babylonians) kings, the Egyptian 

sphere of interest w,ts touched. The sequence of events shows 

chat the pharaohs were more focused on the Philistine territory 

(which borders co E!:,'Ypc), but by chc time of Hezekiah chc 

kingdom of Judah and the kings of Jerusalem came more and 

more into focus. Given that from the time of Hezekiah a group at 

che royal court of Jerusalem was oriented towards Egypt, ic is 

plausible chat members of this group were also interested in 
Egyptian culture and religion. But how was it possible - to recurn 

to the starting point of this article - that a piece of Egyptian 
liceracure, such ,ts che Instruction of Amenemope was borrowed 

from E!:,'Ypc? From an E!:,•-yptological point of view, a number of 

aspects have to be taken inco accounc.105 

First the general changes in Egypt during the Saite period are 

important. Psammetichus I w,ts able to seek control over Egypt 

because of his Greek mercen,tries.1
(1{; These mercenaries stayed in 

che land and lived in own cities such as Naucratis in the Delta 

region or Memphis.rni Although the foreigners in Egypt, whether 

they were Greeks or Phoenicians108, lived in their own cities, 
some of them were ,tssimihted. Frank Kammerzell has shown by 

using the example of the Carians that foreigners learned the 

E!:,'Yptian language and became familiar with E!:,'Yptian rdigion.109 

Also a number of E!:,')'ptians in Southern Palestine or in the 

Assyrian dominated territory are accesced.110 On a cuneiform 

tablet from Gezer, for example, an Egyptian with the name ar­

tHt- i mentioned as a witness to a land sale.111 For che question 

of the present article the main point is the process of opening in 

Egypt itself This means on the one hand the "homines novi" in 

the time of che Saite kings and on the other che "Archaism" of 

the 26th dynasty. 

One stratC!:,'Y of Psammctichus I when bringing the main 

temples under control was to limit chc power of the traditional 

priestly families. He did not accept inner familiar successionsu2 

which led, for example, to ,t situation where members from more 

local families were appointed to high positions at che Egypci,rn 

court or at important templcs.1 13 The idea was to terminate the 

tradition of the local priestly families by installing new officials. 

The funerary archiceccure of chis period provides evidence chat 

such homines novi (i.e. members of merely low-ranking families) 

had access to the cultural heritage of Egypt. The tombs of these 

officials document chat during chis period a number of religious 

texts ·were in use, which were previously only accessible co 

members of royal or traditional priestly farnilies.1
1'i Moreover, 

recent Egyptological resetrch has shown that within the 26th 

dyrntsty a certain form of' archaism' was practiced by using texts 

from older periods. One of chc most impressive examples is the 

Tomb of Pecamenophis (TT 33), which contains a number of 

texts from previous periods, including H ymns, chapter 15 of the 

Book of the De,td ,md a ritual text from Medinet H abu. 11 5 

Moreover, Jochcm Kahl in a detailed analysis of the material 

from Thebes has shown that the Theban libraries of older texts 

were used also outside of Thcbcs. 116 The litera1-y evidence gives 

support to the thesis that several kind of pattern books 

("M usterbiicher") with a collection of older texts, were in use.117 

Interestingly, the same evidence can be seen for the wisdom 

literature. An elaborated and widespread use of instructions from 

the Old, Middle and New Kingdom is documented. Thus, 

allusions on the instruction of Pcahhocep can be found in the 
"Dre,tm scele" ofTanutamun, quotations from the Instruction of 

Amenemhat I in che Pije-stele ,md in an inscription of the 

Temple of Kawa from the time T aharqos and allusions on the 

Loyalistic Instruction in the Tomb oflbi (TT 36)_118 Moreover 

new wisdom texts were composed by using motivs and phrases 

from previous inscruccions. 119 It seems no surprise char such 

knowledge of older texts is also attested for the Instruction of 

Amcncmope and its reception. This can be especially seen by the 

fact chat the only complete version of the text known to us is the 

aforementioned Papyrus British Museum 10474 (the one Ernest 

Wallis Budge bought 1888 in Egypt) th,tt seems from the 26t h 

dynasty. Secondly, a number of writing boards show chat the 

'Amenemope' was well known during the 7 th centUt)' BCE. The 

French Egypcologist George Posener has already drawn attention 

to ,t few writing boards from che 25th and 26t h dynasry. 120 These 

documents from the education system proved a widespread 

knowledge of the instruction which stems from the Ramesside 

pcriod.121 Based on paleographical reasons chc Papyrus British 

Museum 10474 has co be dated to the early years of 26tl, 

dynascy.122 
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This means that in a time when Egypt had close contacts to 

the kingdom of Judah a cert.tin Egyptian wisdom text th,tt was 
prominent in Egypt was used by an Israelite scribe for a Hebrew 

wisdom composition. The present article is, however, not the 

place to discuss the similarities and differences between the 
Instruction of Anu.:nemope and Proverbs 22: 17-24:22. A closer 

examination, however, shows that the Israelite scribe used the 

Egyptian wisdom texts in a way wisdom texts were normally used 
in Egypt. 121 Obviously the Israelite scribe was tied to a literary 

method, which is typical for the literary process within the 

Egyptian wisdom tradition and which can be seen in other 
material from the 25th and 26th dynasty, mentioned above. 

As a result, a number of arguments lend support to the thesis 
chat chc historical and literary process when the Instruction of 

Amcncmopc was borrowed by an Israelite scribe should be 

located during the 7rh century. This was not only the time of 
direct cultural contacts between Egypt and che kingdom ofJud,th 

buc also the period of a genuine interest in Egypt at che royal 

court of Jerusalem and a general opening of E1:,rypcian culture 
under the Saice 26tl, dynasty. 

SCMMARY: THE CULTCRAL CONTACTS HETWHN EGYPT AND 

'ISRAEL/JUDAH' 

The aim of this article was co examine the modes of cultural 

contact between Egypt and Israel in the Late Bronze and Iron 
Age. The approach was a historical one asking for the political 

contact against the backdrop of the history of the Ancient Ne,u 
East during the E1:,')'ptian 20th to 26'h dynasty. This 

methodological approach led co a double result. 

On the one hand a strong hegemony of Egypt in the Late 
Bronze Age existed. It was a hegemony m,mifested by a network 

of v,tssals and a few garrisons. These cities also included Egypti,m 

temples and monuments like monumental stclac or statues. 
Henceforth, the people of Palestine came into contact with 

Egyptian religion and royal ideology. The main point is that these 
parts of Egyptian culture continued to have an effect even during 

times when chc E1:,rypcian hegemony in Syria-Palestine had drawn 

co a close. \Ve can detect something like a leftover from the time 

of the direct presence of Egypt in Palestine. And it becomes 
remarkable in this context chat, for example, in the city of Bech­

Shean the Egyptian artefacts from the Late Bronze Age were still 

in use during Iron Age II. This means, that E1:,')'ptian material was 
in use when 'Israel' as a state emerged. From a more systematic 

point of view, these leftovers from the Egyptian presence in Syria­
Palestine in the Late Bronze Age have to be seen as one w,ty of 

cultural contact. It is an "indirect way" whereby motifs and 

symbols became a part of chc heritage of Palestine This could 

have been a way where motifs such as royal idcolo1:,ry, certain 
words or knowledge of Egyptian administrative titles came to 

Early Israel. 121 Hence, the present author would like to argue that 
the "Egyptian" morifa at the royal court of Saul, D,tvid ,tnd 

Solomon should be explained by being such "leftovers" from the 

Egyptian presence in the Ltte Bronze age. Obviously the 
Israelites p,trticipated in an Egypti,m heritage, which was part of 

chc culture of the Southern Levant since the period of che 

Egyptian presence in Palestine under the pharaohs of the New 

Kingdom (20th dynasty). 
The material discussed in the present article leads to the 

conclusion that ,t direct way of cultural contact only existed in 

hter times. This way can be sitmtced in che hte 8'h and especially 

chc 7th century BCE and includes, as has been shown, for the first 

time contacts on a political and diplomatic level. If we were to 

follow some biblical sources like passages from the book of Isaiah 

or the book of Jeremiah there w,ts obviously a political p,trty at 

chc court of Jerusalem which was quite interested in Egypc.125 

However, such a genuine interest was not found amongst the 

Egyptian Pharaohs where simply the political situation created 
some contacts. Because of the Western expansion of che Assyri,m 

Empire the small states of Syria-Palestine were forced co form a 

coalition and this coalition understandably looked for a strong 

partner, which means, they asked Egypt for help. On the 
Egyptian side there was after the time of the Third Intermediate 

Period with its different rulers a new strong power, the Nubi,tn 

kings and lacer the Saice pharaohs. So Egypt was interested in 

holding chc Assyrians and lacer the Nm-Babylonian Empire away 

from its territory. 

The situation reached a new level in the last quarter of the 7th 

century when the Egyptian kings Psammetichus I and Necho II 

were able to uke over the territory formerly dominated by the 
Assyrians in the Southern Levant. Obviously, they used chc 

administrative structures, established by the Assyrians, and 

founded for the first time after the New Kingdom an Egyptian 
hegemony in a pare of Syria/ Palestine with vassal kings and local 

states which had to pay tribute co che Egypci,m authority. 

According to chc archaeological sources, the Greek mercenaries 
of the Egyptian pharaohs lived in certain garrisons in Palestine 

and represented the Egyptian interests in Palestine. Although this 
Egypti,m 'empire' existed only for a short period, the culcural and 

chc political contacts between the kingdom of Judah and E1:,rypt 

should not be underestimated. The development from the days 

of Hezekiah towards the end of the 8th century to the final years 
of Jerus,tlem at the beginning of 6th century led co ,m orientation 

tow,trds Egypt in Judah, which was the reason for ,t group of 

Judahiccs to flee co E1:,rypc when the Babylonians cook over 

control inJudah.126 

In sum, the one and only historical period with close and 
direct cultural relations between Southern P,tlestine (so to say, 

'Israel'), and E1:,,ypt in the Late Bronze and Iron Age (20rl'-26'h 
dynasty), was the period of the Eb,yptian 25'h and especially 26'h 
dynasty. le is, coo, chc period when a number of older texts in 
Egypt were in use and when due to the general opening under the 

Saice rulers and the so-called 'Saice renaissance' the foundations 
were hid for a strong cultural contact between Egypt and the 
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kingdom of Judah. This was the time when it was possible that 

Egyptian liternture was brought co the court of Jerusalem, 

NOTES 

This article is dedicated to my esteemed colleague 

Christoph Markschics on che occasion of his 50th birthday 
and may remind him of some of our conversations when 
traveling together in Israel this past spring. - I am graceful 
to Anselm C. Hagedorn for his help in preparing the 

English version and to my colleagues at the Universit)' of 
California - Los Angeles (UCLA), Jacco Dieleman and 

William l'vl. Schiedewind, who - some years ago - gave me 
the opportunity to present the thesis in a guest-lecture. 

On the cirwmstances of the Anding of the papyrus see 

Ernest A. \'V'allis Budge, By Nile and Tigris I (London: J. 
Murray, 1888), 337, with a picture ofa pare of the teaching. 

Facsimiles of Egyptian Hieratic Pap)'ri in the British 

i\luseum, 2'"1 Ser., (London: British Museum, 1923), 9-

18.41-51: Taf 1-14." 

This was the title of che edition of the text published in 

1924. The edition was preceeded by an article in the 

collection of essays in memory of Champollion: "The 

Precepts of Life by Amen-Em-Apt, the Son ofKanckht," 

Recueil d'ttudes {f!Ypto!ogique, didiees a la Afimoire de, 

/ean-Franfois Champollion (Paris: H. Champion, 1922), 

431-446. 

Amenemope 6 and Proverbs 15: 17 / Amenemope 7 and 

Proverbs 23:7, see Budge, F.usimile_c, 357. 

Adolf Erman, "Einc agyptischc Qucllc dcr Spriichc 

Salomos," fost published in: Sitzungsherichte der 

Preujsischen Akademie der fVissenscha:fien, Phi!osophische 

K!am 15 (Berlin: 1924): 86-93 ( republished in Adolf 

Erman, Akadernieschriften [1880-1928 }, [ Leipzig: 

Zcncralantiquariac dcr DDR, 1986], 339-346). 

Hugo Gressmann, «Die neugefundene Lehre des Amen­

em-ope und die vorexihsche Sprnchdichtung Israels," 

:L,eitschrift fiir die alttestarnentliche Wissenschaft 42 ( 1924): 

272-296. 

Gressmann, ibid, 285. Gressmann placed Israelite wisdom 

,,im internacionalen Verkehr des vorderen Orients von 
Agypccn im Wes ten bis nach Indicn im Osten." 

For an overview on research see John A. Emerton, "The 

Teaching of Amenemope and Proverbs XXII 17-XXIV 
22," Vetus '.lestarnentum 41 (2001): 431-464 and Paul 

Overland, "Structure in the \Visdom of Amcnemopc and 

Proverbs," in Joseph E. Coleson and Vicwr M. Matthews 
(eds.), Go to the land I 1vilt _chow _you (Winona Lake: 

Eiscnbrauns, 1996), 275-291. 

Some scholars also see parallels in Prov. 24. See Diethard 

Romhdd, Wege der Weisheit. Die Lehren Amenernopes und 

Proverhiens 22,1 ?-24,22. Beihefce z11r Zeicschrifc for die 

alccestamencliche \Vissenschafc 184 (Berlin / New York: de 

Gruycer, 1989). 
10 Henstcnberg was from 1826 "Excraordinarius" and from 

1828 «Ordinarius for Biblical Exegesis. See Joachim 

probably not only the Instruction of Amenemope.127 

.\lehlluusen, "Hengstenberg, Ernst \'Vilhdm (1802-

1869)," in '.l'heologische Realenzyklopdclie XV (Berlin / New 

York: de Gruycer, 1986), 39-42 (40). John W. Rogerson, 

"Art. Hcngstcnbcrg, Ernst \\Tilhelm", in Dictionary of 
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on the books of .\loses). With 215 pages, the 'positive' 
section is considerably longer than the negative part ( with 

21 pages). Needless co sar, the p resent author argues on the 
basis of "historical-critical-exegesis" which is, since t he 

middle of the I 9th century, the "state of art" in biblical 

scholarship in Europe as well as in a number of US 

universities. Seen. 14 below. 
11 See for a critical, recent interpretation Christoph Berner, 

Die Hxoduserzahlung. forschungen zum Aleen Testament 

73 (Tcibingm: Mohr Siebeck, 2010) and Konrad Schmid, 

"Die Joscphsgcschichte im l'enateuch" , in Jan Christian 

Gertz et al. ( eds.), Ahschiecl vom Jahwisten. Beihefte zur 

Zeitschrifc Rir die alttestamentliche Wissenschafc 3 15 

(Berlin / New York: de Gruyter, 2002), 83-118. See 

Thomas B. Dozeman and Konrad Schmid (eds.), A 

Farewell to the Yahwistf The Composition of the Pentateuch 

in Recent Turopean Interpretation. Society of Biblical 

Liceratur Symposium Series 34 (Atlanta: Society of Biblical 
Literature, 2006). 

H In chis war, the present article p1·esents thoughts which I 

developed in different articles and books, publish ed on the 
issue in the last decade. I may be forgiven when - due co chc 

constraints of space - I simply refer at some points ro my 

own publications. There the reader will And further 
bibliography as well as more derailed discussions of 
scholarship (including scholars like Kenneth A. Kirchen 

and t he so-called "comparative school"). 
15 See for a more elaborated argumentatiun Bernd U. 

Schipper, Israel und ,{zypten in der Ko'nigszeit. Die 

kulturellen Kontakte von Salomo bis zum Fall Jerusalem. 

Orbis Biblicus et Orientalis 170 (Fribourg / Gottingen: 
Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1999), 287-291. 

16 David A. D orsey, './ he Roads and Highways o/Ancient Israel 

(Baltimore / London: John Hopkins University Press, 
1992). 

17 For a historical outline of this period sec: Donald B. 

Redford, Tgypt, Canaan, and Israel in Ancient Times 

(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1993), chapter 6 
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i, le is an open question whether the E6'Yptian hegemony 

comes ro an end under Ra.messes III or lacer. Sec n. 48 

below and for a broader discussion Bernd U. Schipper, 

"Vermachcnis und Verwirklichung. Das Nachwirken der 

ramessidischen Aulsenpolicik im Palasrina der friihen 

Eisem:eit," in Rolf Gundlach and Ursula Raisler-Kohler 

(eds.), D,u Konigtum der R.Amessidenzeit, Agypten und 

Aires Testament 36,3 (Wiesbaden: Harrassowirz, 2003), 

241-275 and William G. Dever, "The Late Bronze-Early 

Iron I Horizon in Syria-Palestine: Egyptians, Canaanites, 

'Sea Peoples', and i'roro-Isracliccs," in W.A. Ward and !vL 

Sharp Joukowsky (eds.), The Crisis Ye,1rs: The 12th Century 

B. C. From Beyond the Danube to the Tigris (Dubuque: 

Kendall/ Hunt, 1992), 99-110. 
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Context o/Scripture. Vol 111: Archival Documents }rom the 

Bihlical World (Leiden/ Boston: Brill, 2003), 238. 
20 Israel hnkelstein, "The Territorial-Political System of 

Canaan in the Late Bronze Age," G'.e;arit Fornhungen 28 

(1996): 221-255 (227). Sec Magen Broshi and Ram 

Gophna, "The Settlement and Population of Palestine in 

the Early Bronze Age 11-III," Bulletin q/ the American 

21 

22 

25 

Srhools of Oriental Research 253 ( 1984): 41-53. 

Finkelstein, ihid, 23 5. 
The earliest reference to Beth-Shean in texts from the New 

Kingdom is the topographic list ofThucmose Ill at Karnak 

(No. 110: hr sir); sec Donald B. Redford, The /,Vim in Syrill 

and Pillestine q/Thutmose Ill. Culmre and History of the 

Ancient Near East 16 (Leiden / Boston: Brill, 2003), 257 

and Michael G. Hasel, Domination ilnd Resistance. 

I':gyptim1 Afilitary Activity in the Southern I ,ev,mt 1300-

1185 B. C. Probleme der Agyptologie 11 (Leiden / Boston/ 

Cologne: Brill, 1998), 134. For the archaeology and the 

history of excavation on T cl Beth-Shean sec the instructive 

overview by Amihai Mazar, "The Egyptian Garrison Town 

at Beth-Shean," in S. Bar et al. (eds.), Egypt, Cilnilllrt ilnd 

Israel Histo~y, imperialism, Jdeolo,r;y ilnd Literature. 

Culture ,rnd History of chc Ancient N car East 52 (Leiden / 

Boston: Brill, 201 I), 155-189 (155f.). 

See Mazar, ibid, 159. 

F ranees W. James and Patrick ;\kGovcrn, 'J. h e Late Bronze 

c:Qptian Garrison at Beth Shean. A Study (,/Levels Vil and 

VIII. University Museum Monographs 85 (Philadelphia: 

University Museum, 1993), 25. 
This stclc was found in locus 10 l 0, Level V, sec Alan Rowe, 

The Topogr"phy and Histmy of Beth-sh11n (Philadelphia: 

University Museum, 1930), 37-38, pl. 49: I and Frances \'7. 
James, The Iron Age ,zt Beth Shiln. A Study o/the Levels JV­

VJ (Pennsylvania: University Museum, 1966), 16-17, 

39.171. 

The first Sety I stele was found in secondary use in Level V 
(in front of chc Northern temple), rhe second stclc was 

found ouc of context in a late level, sec Rowe, Topogr,1phy, 

25-30 and the overview in Schipper, Vermr'ichtnis, 254. 

Cp. Carol Hiddingbotham, ''The Statue of Ramses III 
from Bech Shean," 'J'elAviv 26 (1999): 225-232. 

28 See for example Anat Cohen-Weinberger, "Petrographic 

Analysis of the Egyptian Forms from Stratum VI at Tel 

Bet h Shean," in Seymour Gitin and Amihai M,v.ar (eds.), 

kfeditm·,welln People., in Tr,zmition (Jerusalem: Israel 

Exploration Society, 1998 ), 406-412. 

Daphne Ben-Tor, "Egyptian-Canaanite Relations in t he 

Middle and Late Bronze Ages as Reflected by Scarabs," in 

Shay Bar et al. (eds.), bj!ypt, Ci1na11n ilnd Israel. History, 

Imperialism, Ideo!o,rzy ilnd l,itm;,ture. Culture and History 

of the Ancient Near East 52 (Leiden/ Bosron: Brill, 2011 ), 

23-43 (35 with Fig. 4: Beth Shean scarabs and Egyptian 

prototypes). 

·'
0 Ben-Tor, ibid, 35. 

31 See Claudia Madcrna-Sieben, "Ausgewa.hltc Bcispielc 

ramcssidischcr Konigseulogicn," in Rolf c;undlach and 

Ursula RiiBler-Kiihler (eds.), Das Kon(e;tum der 

Ramessidenzeit. Agypccn und Altes T csramcnr 36,3 

(Wiesbaden: Harrassowicz, 2003), 77-98 

·'
2 Sec for chis the summary at the end of the present article. 

33 This is as well under discussion for the tem pie of Level VII 

which was compared to Amarna and Deir el-Mcdinch 

chapels, but is obviously inspired from Canaanite traditions 

too, Mazar, 'l1;e l!,__r;yptian Garrison, 161. 

·" Mazar, ibid, 160 with reference to forrhcr literature. 

36 

Othmar Keel and Christoph Uehlinger, Gods, Godde.<.<es, 

11nd lm,zges q/God in Ancient !mu! (Minneapolis: Fortress, 

1998), 90f. 

See Henry 0. Thompson, 1vfekill, The God of' Beth-She,m 

(Leiden: Brill, 1970), l 44f 
37 See the overview given by A. Ovadiah, "Gaza", in 'Jhe N ew 

Encyclopedia '!f'Arch,,eo!ogy of the Holy I ,,md II (Jerusalem: 

Israel Exploration Society, 1993), 464-467; C. Uehlinger, 

"Gaza", in Religion in Geschichte und Gegenwart 111, 4,h 

edition (Tiibingen: J\fohr Sic beck, 200 1 ), 48 I. 

ofi Sec \XI olja Erichsen, Papyrus Hmris I Hierog!yphische 

Tmmk.-iption. Bibliotheca Aegyptiaca 5 (Brussel: Fond. 

Egypcolog. Reine Elisabeth, 1933 ), 11, I. 4-8 and Herbert 

D. Schacdcl, Die I,isten des grojsen Papyrus Hmris. 

Leipziger Agyptologische Scudien 6 (G luckstadt / 

Hamburg / New York: Aub'lJstin, 1936), 30f 
19 Pap. Harris I (BM 9999), 9.1-3 (1155). The translation is 

by the present author (sec Bernd U. Schipper, "Ein 

,igypcischcr Tempel in Gaza," in Manfred Wcippcrt [ed.], 

Historisches Texthuch zurn A!ten Testament. Grundrisse 

zum Altcn Testament 10, (Giiccingcn; Vandenhoeck & 

Ruprecht, 2010), 173f Sec the English translation by John 

A. Wilson, in James B. Pritchard (ed.), Ancient Neilr 

Eastern Texts Relilting to the Old Tes/amen/ (Princeton: 

40 

Princeton University Press 2 1955), 260f and che discussion 

by Stefan J. \Vimmcr, "Egyptian Temples in Canaan and 

Sinai," in Sarah Israclic-C;rol! (ed.), Studies in Egyptology 

(Jerusalem: Magncs Press, 1990), 1056-1066. 

for a detaihl argument sec Schipper, ibid, 173 with n. 185. 
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in the Egyptian New Kingdom; Canaan or Gaza?," fournal 
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argued that the wording tefers to territory rather than to a 
city. 

11 See Christoph Uehlinger, "Der Amun-Tempd Ramses' III. 
in p3-Kn'n, seine si.idpalastinischen Tempdgi.iter und der 
Oberga.ng der Agypter- zur Philisterherrschafr. Ein 
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42 
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and Eady Israel, 1300-1000 B.C.E. Archaeology and 

Biblical Studies 9 (Arlama: Society of Biblical Literature, 
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See Amihai Mazar, "Tel Beth-Shean. History and 

Archaeology," in Reinhard G. Kratz and Hermann 
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Zcitschrifc for die alcccscamcnrliche Wissenschafc 405 

(Berlin / New York: de Gruyter, 2010), 253. 
46 The laccsc New Kingdom object which was found in Beth­

Shean was a scarab ofRamcsscs IV, Mazar, ihid, 259. 
17 J\fazar, ihid, 260. For an overview of the material of Level V 

see Schipper, Vermiichtni_,, 2S4f. 
48 

49 

The question whether or not the Egyptian presence comes 

to an end before Ramesses VI depends on the 

interpretation of a statue base of Ramesses IV from 

Mcgiddo: James H. Breasted, "Bronze Base of a Statue of 

Ramses VI Discovered at Megiddo,'' in G. Loud et al. ( eds.), 

lvfegiddo fl, Se,zsom of 1935-39, Text. Oriental Institute 

Publications 62 (Chicago: The Universiry of Chicago 

Oriental Institute Publications, I 948), 135-138 and for a 

very careful interpretation Trude Dothan, "Some Aspects 
of the Appearance of Sea Peoples and Philistines in 

Canaan," in Sigrid Deger-Jalotzky (ed.), Griechenland, die 

.{ziiis und die Levante wiihreml der "Dark Ages" vom 12. his 

zum 9. fh. v. Chr. Sitzungsbcrichtc der Osrcrrcichischcn 
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Klasse 418 (\Vien: Verlag dcr Ostcrrcichischcn Akademic 
der Wissenschaften, 1983), 99-107 (104). 

This was first published by Keel in 1982: "Der Pharao als 

,vollkommene Sonne'. Ein neuer i1,')'pto-palastinischer 

Skarabaentyp," in Saral1 lsraelit-Groll ( ed.), ciyptologiml 

Studies. Scripta Hierosolymitana 28 Oerusalem: Magnes 

Press, 1982), 406-529 +Pis.III-VI. In the following I refer 

to the derailed argument in Keel and Uehlinger, Gods,§ 83 

(p. 136f). 

. for a detailed. discussion with reference to further scholarly 
literature see Schipper, Vermiichtni;, 261. 

51 See Othmar Keel, Studien zur den Sternpelsiegeln aus 

Paldstina/Israel, Vol. IV. Orbis Biblicus ct O ricntalis 135 

(hibourg / Gottingcn: Va.ndenhocck & Ruprecht, 1994), 

233. 
52 
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See Amihai Mazar, Arch,zeology q/ the L.md of the Bihle. 

10,000 - 586 B.C.E. The Anchor Bible Reference Library 

(New York ct al.: Doubleday, 1990), 338f 

See for example Ronald]. Williams,'" A People come of om 

Eh')'pt'. An Eh')'ptologist looks at the Old Testament," in 

Congress Volume i:,'dinhurgh 1974. Vetus Testamentum. 

Supplement 28 (Leiden: Brill, 1975), 231-252, Abraham 
Malamat, "The Kingdom of David & Solomon in Its 
Contact with Egypt and Aram N aharaim," Biblical 

Archaeologist 21 (1958): 96-102 or Kenneth A. Kitchen, 

On the R eliahility o/ the Old 'J'e;tament (Grand Rapids: 

Eerdmanns, 2003). 

Kennet h A. Kitchen, The Third Intermediate Period in 

J!,gypt (1100-650 B.C), (Warminster: Aris & Phillips 

LTD, 2 1986 /New Preface 1995), §§ 231,235,236 and 

Kennet h A. Kitchen, "Egypt and East Africa," in Lowell K. 
Handy (ed.), The Age of'Solomon. Scholarship al the Tum q/ 
the ,Vfilennium. C ulture and H istory of the Ancient Near 

East 11 (Leiden/ New York / Cologne: Brill, 1997), 106-

123 (1 !6ff "Egypt and East Africa in Relation to Salmon's 

Reign"). 

See for example Nadav Na'aman, "Sources and 

Composition in the H istory of Solomon," in Lowell K. 

Handy ( ed.), 'J he Age ef"Solomon. Srholarship at the 'J ·urn of' 
the 1\-filennium. Culture and H istory of the Ancient N ear 

East 11 (Leiden/ New York/ Cologne: Brill, 1997), 57-80. 

There are numerous other publications on the issue, which 

could be mentioned. Sec for example the articles in a 

volume edited by Andre Lemaire and Baruch Halpern, The 

Book o/ Kings. Sounes, Composition, Historiography, and 

Reception. Vetus Testamencum Supplement Series 129 

(Leiden / Boston: Brill 20 10). 
% For an elaborate and detailed discussion of this see Bernd 

U. Schipper, Israel und A"gypten, chap. 2.1.1; 2.1.2.4. Cf. 

Paul S. Ash, David, Solomon and }!,__f(lpt. A Reassessment. 

Journal for chc Study of the Old Testament. Supplement 
Series 297 (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1999). 

57 Amihai Mazar, "Jerusalem in the 10'11 century B.C.E.: the 
Glass Half .hill," in Y airal1 Amit et al. ( eds.), fasays on 

Ancient L<rtlel in Its .1Vear T:astern Context, A Tribute to 

Nadav Na'aman (\17inona Lake: Eiscnbrauns, 2006), 255-

272. 
I am still of the opinion chat there is no serious evidence 
which supports the thesis, developed by Pierre Moncet and 

followed by many others, of a campaign to Palestine under 

the penultimate ruler of the 2 1" dynasty, Siamun. The 

fragment of a Stele showing Siamun with an object like a 
double-ax does not provide an argument; the same has to 

be said of the brief note in l Kings 9: 16.17a about a 
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campaign of a nameless Eh'YPtian Phacaoh, see Schipper, 
Israel und A,6'pten, 19-35 and Pierre Montee, Le; 

constructions et le tombeau d'O;orkon 11 a '1 anis. Fouille; de 

Tanis I (Paris: Jourde er Allard, 1947), Taf9A. 
59 This Bubastirc Portal is in the South corner of the Karnak 

rcmplc between the second pylon and rhc temple of 

Ramesses III. 
60 Champollion le Jeune, Lettre_, ia-ites d'Egypt et de Nubie en 

1828 et 1829 (Paris: Libraires-Academique, 1868), 80-81. 
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6.1 

See for an broader discussion Schipper, ihid, 125-129. In 

rhe meantime two new translations of rhe Shcshonq-list 
have been published which also present an elaborate 

discussion of the toponyms mentioned in the text: Gerald 
Moers, "Der Palastinafddzug Scheschonqs I.," in Bernd 

Janowski and Gernot Will1elm (eds.), 'l'exte zur Umwelt des 

Altai Testaments. Neue Folge, Vol 2 (Giitersloh: 

Giiterslohe1· Verlagshaus, 2005), 246-271 and Manfred 

Weippert, "Der Palastina-rddzug Soscnq I. (um 925)," in 

Manfred W'eippert (ed.), HistoriHhes 'l'exthuch zum Alten 

Testament. Grundrisse zum Alren T estament 10 

(Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 2010), 228-238. 
For a new transliteration and English translation sec 

Robert K. Ritner, 'l1;e Libyan Anarchy. lnsa-iptions jiwn 
I':gypt'., Third Intermediate Period. Writings from rhc 

Ancient World 21 (Atlanta: Society of Biblical Literature, 

2009), 193-213. 

The biblical passage mentions the "gold shields which 
Solomon had made" (V. 26). The parallel account in 2 Chr 
12:2-9 is secondary to l Kings 14, since it uses phrases from 
1 Kings 14:25-28 and combines this with a new frame, see 

Thomas Willi, Die Chronik al< Auslegung. Untersuchungen 

zur literarischen Ge_,taltung der hi;tori;chen l"berlie/erung 

Israel<. rorschungen ztir ReLgion 11ml. Literatur des Alten 

und Neucn Testaments 106 (Gotringen: Vandenhocck & 

Ruprecht, 1972), 175 who labeled 2 Chr 12:2-8 as 
"decaillierce Ausweitung" of 1 Kings 14:25, and Peter 

W dten, Gmhilhte tmd Geschichtsdarstellung in den 

Chronikh,,chern. Wissensehafrliehe Monographien mm 

Alten und Neuen Testament 42 (Neukirchen-Vluyn: 
Neukirchener, 1973). 

See Martin Noth, Konige 1, 1-16. Biblischer Kommentar 

Aires Testament IX/1 (Neukirchcn-Vluyn: Ncukirchener, 
21983), 330f; Mordcchai Cogan, 1 Kings. The Anchor 

Bible 10 (New York et al.: Doubleday, 2000), 390£. 

This fragment was first pubLshcd by Clarence fisher, '.Lhe 

E.wavations of' Armageddon. Oriental Institute 

Communications 4 (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 

1929), Fig. 7 A and B. See as well David Ussishkin, "Notes 
on Megiddo, Gezer, Ashdod, and Tel Bacash in the Tenth 

to Ninth Centuries B.C.," Bulletin oj'the American School< 

q/Oriental Reseanh 277 /78 ( 1990): 71-91 (72, Fig. 1 ). 
65 Alexander rantalkin and Israel rinkdstein, "The Sheshonq 

I Campaign and the 8d, century BCE Earthquake. More on 
the Archaeology and History of the South in rhc Iron Age 

I-1IA," Tel.Aviv 33 (2006): 18-42. 

66 

67 

6S 

69 

See lsrad hnkelstein, "The Campaign of Shoshenq I to 

Palestine. A Guide to the 10th Century Policy," Zeitschri}t 

de; deutschen Pa/d;tinavereins 118 (2002): 109-135. 

The p resent author is aware of the elaborated and highly 

controversial discussion whether or nor sires such as 
Nfegiddo, Hawr or Get.er were «·Israelite" in the 10th 

century. However, this article is not the place to discuss 
this. For the evidence in Megiddo which is important for 
the present argument see Israel Finkelstein, "The Rise of 

Jerusalem and Judah: The Missing Link," in Andrew G. 

Vaughn and Ann E. Ki llebrew (eds.), [c>rusa!em in Bihte and 

Archaeology. '.Lhe hrst 'J'emple Period. Society of Biblical 

Literature Symposium Series 18 (Atlanta: Society of 

Biblical Literature 2003), 81-101 (90). 

See Kirchen, '.L'hird Intermediate Periotl, 47-49 and the 

classic contribution to chis issue by J iirgen von Beckcrath, 
Tanis und Theben. Hi;tori;che Grundlagen der 

R11messidenzeit in Agypten. Agyptologische Forschungen l 6 

(Gliickstadt / Hamburg/ New York: Au6't1stin, 1951). A 
more recent evaluation of the sources is given by j\falcc 

Romer, (,'ottes- und Priesterherrschaft in Agypten ,1m Lnde 

des Neuen Reiche_, . .Ein ,·eligionsgeghidJtliches Phdnomen 

und seine sozialen Grundlagen. A67pten 11ml Aires 

Testament 21, (Wiesbaden: Harrassowirz, 1994). 

Kirchen, Third lntermedi,1te Period, 288f and Karl Jansen­

\'{'inkdn, "Der Bcginn dcr Lbyschcn H errschafr m 

Agyptcn," Biblische Notizen 7 l ( 1994): 78-97 (96). 

Kirchen, ibid, 294 and Schipper, J;rael, 125 with n. 56. 
71 It may be that economic contacts with the Phoenician coast 

continued unril the reign ofOsorkon II. (874-835/0 BCE). 

It all depends on the evaluation of Egyptian royal statues 
found at Byblos containing che cartouches of Osorkon I 

and Osorkon II. If the fargmcnts of the statues char were 
secondarily inscribed with Phoenician inscriptions reached 
Byblos during the time of the pharaohs mentioned they 
have to be seen as evidence for direct contacts. If they were 
used secondarily this is not rhc case; for a detailed 

discussion sec Bernd U. Schipper, Die I':rz,ihlung des 

TVenamun. .Ein Literaturwerk im Sp,mnungije!d von 

Politik, Gmhichte und R el~r;ion. Orbis Biblicus et 

Orienralis 209 (Fribourg / Gottingcn: Vandenhocek & 

Ruprecht, 2005), 185f and Donald R. Vance, "Literary 

Sources for the History of Palestine and Syria. The 

Phoenician Inscriptions, Pa.rt I," Bihlical Archaeologist 57 

( 1994): 2-19 (Sf). 
The best interpretation of the sources is still found in the 

srndies by Jean Yoyotte ( who coined the term "Libyan 
anarchy") and Farouk Gomaa: Jean Yoyorre, "Les 
principautes du Delta au temps de l'anarchie libyenne 

(Etudes d'histoi re politique)," in: ,Wd!ange_, Af.·1Jpero l: 

Orient Anlien. Memoires publies par !es membres de 

l'institut fran~ais d'archeologie orientale du C aire 66/ 1 

(Cairo: Institut rran~a.is d'Archfologie Orientale, 1961), 

121-181, pl. 1-lll. rarouk Gomaa, Die libyschen 

FiirstentiJmer des D e!t,1s. Vmn Tode Osorkons IL bi; zur 

TViedervereinigung Agyptens durch Ps11metik l. Beihefre 
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7-i 

76 

Tiibinger Atlas des Vorderen Orients 6 (Wiesbaden: Dr. 
Ludwig Reichert, 1974). 

For a detailed evaluation of the historical process see 
Ronald Lunprichs, Die T17estexpansion des neuassyrischen 

Reilhes. Eine Strukturanalyse. Alter Orient und Altes 

Testament 239 (Ncukirchcn-Vluyn: Ncukirchcncr Verlag, 

1995). 

See Lamprichs, ibid, 62f. 

Annals (Assur Clay Tablets), William \V. Hallo (ed.), The 

Context o/Scripture, Vol Tl. Afonument,d lnscriptionsfrom 

the Bihliml World (Leiden/ Boston: Brill, 2003), 265 and 

for a recent interpretation Shigeo Ya.mad a, 'J"he 

Construction of the Assyrian Cmpire. A Historic,1/ Study of 

the lnscriptiom cif'Shalm,mesar lll (859-824 B.C.) Relating 

to His Campaign_, to the TVe_ct, Culture and History of the 

Ancient Near East 3 (Leiden / Boston / Cologne: Brill, 

2000) and with special regard to Aramean history: Sigurour 

Hafrhorsson, A Pa_csing Power. An Examination <if' the 

Sourcesfor the Histo~y cifAram-Damascus in the Set·ond Half 

of the Ninth Century BC. Conic:ccanea Biblica. Old 

Testament Series 54 (Stockholm: Almqvist & Wiksell, 

2006). 

Hallo (ed.), ibid, 266£. 

Jehu is mentioned as "son of Omri", sec Nad:lV Na'aman, 

"Jehu Son of Omri. Legitimizing a Loyal Vassal by His 

Overlord,'' lmze!Exploriltionjournal 48 ( 1998): 236-238. 
7

' Egypt did nor cake pare at the events of chc 9'1, century. 

79 

Some scholars wanted to argue - on the basis of 2 Chr 

14:8-14- for a military campaign ofa certain Zerach in the 

time of Osorkon I (Kirchen, Third lntem1edi11te Period, 

309, § 268), bur the ccxc in 2 Chronicles can hardly be 

interpreted as a historical document giving information 
about the 9'h century, see H.G.M. \Villiamson, / and 2 

Chmnide,·. New Century Bible 13-14 (Grand Rapids / 

London: Ecrdma.t1s / Marshall, Morga.ti & Score, 1982), 

255-258 and Schipper, Isr11el und.,{~pten, 133-139. 

Sec: the Assyrian reports about these: events a.t1d for the: 

historical events Carl S. Ehrlich, '/'he Philistines in 

l'ramition. A History ji-om ca. 1000-730 B.C.E. Culture 

and History of the Ancient Near East 10 (Leiden / New 

York/ Cologne: Brill, 1996). 95. 
~
0 Sec Nadav Na'aman, "Tiglath-pilcscr Hi's Campaigns 

Against Tyre a.t1d Israel (734-743 B.C.E.)," Tel Aviv 22 

(1995): 268-278. 
81 See Hallo (ed.), ibid, 288 and Christoph Uehlinger, 

"Ha.tmn von Gaza und seine Gocrhciren auf 

Orthostatenreliefa Tiglatpilesers III.,'' in Ulrich Hiibner 

and Ernst A. Knauf (eds.), Kein Land fur sich 11/lein. 

Studien zum Kulturkontakt in Kana,m, lmwl/Paldstinil 

und Ebirnari fur 1vlanfral Weippert zum 65. Geburtstag. 

Orbis Biblicus et Orienta.lis 186 (rribourg / Goccingen: 

Vandcnhocck & Ruprecht, 2002), 92-125 (109f). 
81 Nicolas C. Grima!, La Stele triornphale de Pi(cankh)y aux 

,'11usee du Ci1ire. JC 48862 et 47086-47089. ,'11emoires 

publics par !es mernbres de tinslitut Ji-,mcais d,mheologie 

81 

84 

85 

86 

orient,de du Caire 105 (Cairo: Institut Fran~ais 

d'Archcologic Oricnrale, 1981 ). 

See Grimal, ibid, 212; Gonna, Furstmtumer, 112f and 

Kirchen, Third Intermediate Period, 369· 37 4. 

Sec Bernd U. Schipper, "Wcr war ,So', Konig von Agyprcn' 

(2 Kon 17,4) ?," Bih!ische Notizen 92 ( 1998): 7 l -84 with 

further discussion of the possibilities. 

The term mca.t1s an "alliance" or "conspiracy, ct: 2 Sam 

15: 12; 2 Kings 11: 14, The Hebrew 11nd Aram11ic l.exicon of 

the Old Testament (HAI,OT). Study edition, Vol If (Leiden 

/ Boston / Cologne: Brill, 2001 ), 1154. 

See Kitchen, 'J"hird Intermediate Period, 372f 
87 VA 8424 II 1'-1 J', Ernst F. Weidner, "Silkan(hc)ni, Konig 

88 

9() 

91 

92 

93 

von Musri, cin Zcicgcnossc Sargons II. Nach cincm ncucn 
Bruchstiick der Prisma-Inschrifr des assyrischen Konigs.'' 

Ar.-hiv/ur Orientf'o,·_cchung 14 ( 1941-44): 40-53 (43) and 

par. BM 79-8-8,14 I' (Andreas ruchs, Die Annalen des 

/ahre., 711 v. Chr. nmh Prismer,jragmenten aus Ninive und 

Assur. Stare Achivcs of Assyria Studies 8 [Helsinki: Nco­

Assyrian Text Corpus Project, 1998], 28( Ille, 1-11 ). 

Kitchen, ibid, 3 78f. 

See fu chs, Inschrijien, 125f; G. frame, "The Inscription of 

Sargon II at Tang-I Var," Orientalia 68 ( 1999): 31-57, Taf. 

l·XVIII (35-48) and the overview in Schipper, Israel und 

A"gypten, 200-202. 

See James Max:wdl Miller and John H. Hayc:s, A Histo~y of 

Ancient Israel and Judah. Second Edition (Louisville / 

London: \XI cscminstcr John Knox Press, 2006), 4 l 5f. and 

H. Donner, Geschichte des Volkes J,r,u! und seiner 

Nachbarn in Grundzugen. Vol !!. Von der Kiinigszeit bi_c zu 

Alex11nder dem Groj.<en. Gnmdrisse zum Aleen Testament 

4/2 ( (iottingcn: Vandcnhocck & Ruprecht 2 1995 ), 354. 

For a more elaborated argument sec Schipper, Israel und 

Agypten, 207-211 and Robb Andrew Young, Hezekiah in 

History and 'J.'radition. Vecus Testamencum Supplement 

Series 155 (Leiden / Boston: Brill 2012). The issue was 

discussed recently by James H. Hoffineier, K. Lawson 

Younger and ]J.M. Robc:rts in Andrc:w G. Vaughn and 

Ann E. Killebrew (eds.), Jerusalem in Bibel and Archaeology, 

235-290. 

Rassam Cylinder, Hallo ( ed.), Context o/Scriptu1·e Il, 303 

and Weippert, ibid, 332. 

For a critical exegesis of the ccxr sec Reinhard Miillcr, 

Au,geb!iebene Cinsicht. Jes,1jas "Verstockungs11~{t1·ag" (Jes 

6,9-11) und die juddische Po!itik 11m F.nde des 8. 

fahrhunder/5. Biblisch-theologische Studien 124 

(Ncukirchcn-Vluyn: Ncukirchcncr, 2012), 46-50 and 

.\latthijs J. de Jong, Isaiah among the Ancient Near l:,astern 

Prophets. A comp,m1ti/Je Study of the Carliest stages of the 

Isaiah 'l radition and the Neo·Assyrian Prophecies.Vetus 

Tcsramcncum Supplement Series 117 (Leiden / Boston: 
Brill, 2007). 

See MUi ier, ibid, 62-65 with references to other literamre 

and a derailed examination of the ccxc. 
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Schipper, Israel und Agypten, 208f. 
96 The brief notice in 2 Kings 19:9, mentioning a "rumour" 

(V. 7: ), documents only that the E6'Yptians became 
active and cannot account for an Egyptian interest in 

Jerusalem; see Schipper, Israel und Agypten, 215. 
97 As the period of the 7'h century and the contacts between 

Egypt and the kingdom of Judah were described by the 
present author elsewhere, in the following only a few 

aspects should be mentioned. See Bernd U. Schipper, 

"E6'Ypt and the Kingdom of Josiah and Jehoiakim," 'J'el 

Aviv 37 (2010): 200-226 and Bernd U. Schipper, "Egyptian 

Imperialism after the New Kingdom. The 26'1' Dynastie 

and the Southern Levant," in Shay Bar et al. ( eds.), Egypt, 

Canaan and Israel. History, Imperialism, ideology and 

Literature. Culture and History of the Ancient Near East 

52 (Boston/ Leiden: Brill, 201 I), 268-290. 

99 

Prisma C II 39. Rykle Borger, Beimige zum lnschri/ienwerk 

Assurb,mipals. Die Prismenkl.usen A, B, C = K, D, E, F, G, 

H, .f und 'J' sowie andere lnschrifien (Wiesbaden: 

Harrassowitz, I 996), 27-30 and Jean Elayi, "Les cites 
pheniciennes et I' empire assyrien a I' epoque 

d' Assourbanipal, • Revue d'As,yriologie et d'Archiologie 

orientale 77 (1983): 45-58 (46-50). for a detailed analysis 

of the Assyrian sources sec Hans Ulrich Onasch, Die 

tlssyrischen T:roberungen Agyptens. Agyptcn und Altes 

T cstament 27 /1-2 (\X'icsbadcn: Harrassowitz, I 994), I 49f. 

Sec Onasch, ibid, 151-154. 
1
" ' For forthcr arguments sec Schipper, T:gypt and the Kingdom 

q/]osi,zh andjehoitzkim, 220 and Nadav Na'aman, "The 

Kingdom ofJudah under Josiah," 'J'elA11iv 18 (1991): 3-71. 
101 See Schipper, ibid, 210-213. The Serapeum-Scda has been 

known since the end of the 19th century as well as the 

Pediese-statne, now in Baltimore (found in the Ddca in 

1894): Georg Steindorf{ "The Statue of an Egyptian 

Commissioner in Syria," fournal '!f'[;_'l:Yptian Archaeology 25 

(1939): 30-33 and Karl S. Freedy / Donald B. Redford, 
"The Daces in Ezekiel in Relation to Biblical, Babylonian 

and Egyptian Sources," fournal of the American Oriental 

Society 90 ( I 970): 462-485. 
101 Schipper, Egyptian Imperialism, 282f. 

JO, T he wording of the Hebrew passage does not imply a 

hostile movement. Hence, it is ditltcult to use the notice in 

2 Kings 23:29 to reconstruct a battle between Josiah and 
Necho, Abraham Malamac, "Josiah's Bid for Armageddon. 

The Background of the J udean-fgyptian Encounter in 609 

l3.C.," fournal of'Ancient Near Eastern Studies 5 (1973): 

267-279 (275). 
1
0-

1 Ernst \X'lirthwein, Die Bucher der Konige. 1. Kon. 17-2. 

Kon. 25. Das Alce Testament Deutsch 11/2 (Gi.ittingen: 

Vandcnhocck & Ruprecht, 1984), 466-469. 
105 For a more elaborated discussion see Bernd U. Schipper, 

"Kulrur und Koncext. Zurn Kulrurrransfcr zwischcn 

Agypten und Israel/] uda in der 25. und 26. Dynastie,'' 

Studien zur altiigypti_cchen Ku/tu,· 29 (200 I): 307-318(313-

317) 

106 See for example Anthony J. Spalinger, "Psammecichus, 
King of Egypt I.," fournal of the American Research Center 

in l:i:ypt 13 ( 1976): 133-147 ( 134f.). 

HF On Naucratis see the articles collected in in Alexandra 

Villing and Udo Schlotzhauer (eds.), Naukratis: Greek 

Di/Jersity in T:gypt. Studies on Dist Greek Pottery tlnd 

T:xchange in the L:tlstern 11,feditermne,m. British Museum 

Research Publication 162 (London: The British Museum 
Press, 2006) and the detailed scudy by Astrid Moller, 

Ntlukmtis: Trtlde in Arch,,ic Greece, Oxford Monographs 

on Classical Archaeolo6'Y ( Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 2000). 

108 See Herodotus II, 112 and Alan B. Lloyd, H erodotus Book 

II. Commentmy 99-182. Ecudcs prcliminaircs aux religions 

orientales clans !'empire romain 43/3 (Leiden: Brill 1988), 
44f'. 

109 hank Kammerzell, Studien zur Spmche und Geschichte der 

Kt11·er in Agypten. c;orringcr Oricncforschungcn IV/27 

(Wiesbaden: Harassowicz, 1993), 174 who pointed to che 

funerary stcle. 
111

:• Sec Schipper, fmiel und Agypten, 266-267 for further 

examples. 

ll l Bob Becking, "The Two Neu-Assyrian Documents from 

Gezer in Their Historical Context," faarbericht van het 

Voor,,ziatisch-T:gyptisch Genootsch,,p 'T.x Oriente l,ux" 27 

(1981-82): 76-89 (82-86). The text is published at Wayne 

Horowitz et al., Cuneiform in Canaan. Cuneiform Sources 

from the I.and r!f' Israel in Ancient T imes (Jerusalem: Israel 

Exploration Society, 2006), 51-60. 
ui Ursula ROBlcr-KOhlcr, lrulivirluelle H altungen zurn 

,~'{)'ptischen Kiin~!(tum der Spiitzeit. Private Quellen und ihre 

Konigsbewertungen im Spannungsfeld zwischen fawm'tung 

und Ei/ahrung; Gi.ittinger Orientforschungen IV /21 

(Wiesbaden: Harassowicz, 1991), 199-212. 
11

' One example is a certain Ankh-Hor, who became 
majordomo of the pharaoh or a certain Basa from a regional 
priestly family ofKoptos, see Schipper, Kultur, 314f with n. 

4Sf. and Giinther Vittmann, Priester unrl Beamte im 

'J. 'heben der Spiitzeit. Genealogische und prosopographische 

Untersuchungen zum thebanischen Priester- und 

Be,zmtentum der 25. und 26. Dynastie. Veri.iffentlichungen 

der lnstitme for Afrikanistik und Ah'Yptologie der 
Univcrsitilt "Wien I (Wien: Afro-Pub, 1978), 125: 132f 

114 Sec Peter dcr .Manuclian, l .iving in the Past. Studies in 

Archaism q/the Egyptian Twenty-Sixth D_yn,zs(y, Studie.< in 

Egyptology (London: Kegan Paul, 1994), XXXV-XXXIX 

and Jochem Kahl, Siut - 'J.heben. L',ur Wertschiitzung von 

Trnditionen im Alten Agypten. l'roblcmc dcr Agypcologie 

13 (Leiden/ Boston: Brill, 1999), 351. 
115 See for example Jan Assmann, Sonnenhyn-men in 

theh,mischen Griihern, Thcbcn I (Mainz: Philipp von 

Zabern, 1983), XXXIV and Schipper, Kultm·, 316 with 

references to examples from the Coffin Texts, the Book of 
the Dead and ocher texts. 
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116 Kahl, ibid, 287. 
117 Der Manuelian, ibid, 54. 
118 See Schipper, Kultur, 317 and Hellmut Brunner, "Zitate 

aus Lebenslehren", in Erik Hornung and Othmar Keel 

( eds.), Studien zu altiigyptischen Lebenslehren. Orbis 

Biblicus et Orientalis 28 (Fribourg / Giittingen: 

Vandenhoeck&Ruprecht, 1979), 107-171 (122-167). 
119 An example for such a new wisdom text is P. Brooklyn 

47.218.135 with a hieratic wisdom Instruction from the 

26th dynasty: Richard Jasnow, A Late-Period Hieratic 

Wisdom Text. P. Brooklyn 47.218.135. Studies in Ancient 

Oriental Civilization 52 ( Chicago: Oriental Institute of the 

University of Chicago, 1992). 
120 George Posener, "Quatre tablettes scolaires de basse 

epoque. Amenemope et Jardjedef," Revue d'egypotologie 18 

(1966): 45-62 and George Posener, "Une nouvelle tablette 

d'Amenemope," Revue d'egyptologie 25 (1973): 251-252. 
121 There should be no doubt that the Instruction of 

Amenemope was composed in the New Kingdom (20th 

dynasty). Cf. Vincent P.-M. Laisney, L'Enseignement 

d'Amenemope (Rome: Pontifical Biblical Institute, 2007). 
122 See Ursula Verhoeven-van Elsbergen, "Von hieratischen 

Literaturwerken der Spatzeit," in Jan Assmann and Elke 

Blumenthal (eds.), Literatur und Politik im pharaonischen 

und ptolemiiischen .,lgypten. Biblotheque d'etude 127 

(Cairo: Institut Fran<;:ais d'Archeologie Orientale, 1999), 

255-265 (259). 

123 Bernd U. Schipper, "Die Lehre des Amenemope und Prov. 

22,17-24,22. Eine Neubestimmung des literarischen 

Verhaltnisses," Zeitschrift for die alttestamentliche 

Wissenschaft 117 (2005): 53-72 + 232-248. 
124 Helpful lists of the Egyptian influence in the Old 

Testament can be found by Ronald]. Williams, "Egypt and 

Israel," in John R. Harris (ed.), The Legacy of Egypt 

(Oxford: Clarendon, 21971), 257-290 and Donald B. 

Redford, Egypt, Canaan, and Israel in Ancient Times, Chap. 

13. 
125 This was still the situation in the first decade of the 6th 

century: Manfred Giirg, "Jeremia zwischen Ost und West 

Oer 28,1-6). Zur Krisensituation in Jerusalem am 

Vorabend des Babylonischen Exils," in Manfred Giirg (ed.), 

Studien zur biblisch-iigyptischen Religionsgeschichte 

Stuttgarter Biblische Beitrage 14 (Stuttgart: Katholisches 

Bibelwerk, 1992), 190-207. 
126 See Schipper, Israel, 278-283. 
127 Regarding this, an evaluation of the argument of Donald B. 

Redford would be interesting, who wanted to place most of 

the Egyptian influence on literature from the Hebrew Bible 

(including the biblical story ofJoseph) in the Saite period, 

Redford, Egypt, chapters 13 and 14. - It has to be said that 

the present author does not imply that the pre-exilic period 
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